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and even if he should find that nitre was indeed the
substance that started the explosion, he will try to pene-
trate the problem and investigate whether nitre alone
was sufficient to start it, or whether other conditions were
required, and other factors must co-operate in order to
produce this result.   A conscientious physician, desirous
to know the effect of some medical remedy, will follow
exactly the same method;  and so will a cultivator who
wants to find out the true cause of a good or bad harvest.
Clearly these problems are very simple compared to those
set by history,  wherein all phenomena are  infinitely
complex, because millions of persons and events co-
operate to produce new events or to create a certain state
of things.   Only the closest investigation of the facts and
their causal concatenation, the study of countless details
and the comparison of events and situations with numer-
ous similar events and situations equally well known,
may possibly enable us to understand events or a period
of the past.   Yet, confronted by this intricate and com-
plex matter, where all is uncertain and exact knowledge
most difficult, men are ready, whenever one of two events
is posterior to the other, to declare without further ado
that the second was caused by the first.
Reading the essays in which Marxist authors tried
to support their theory, one is nearly always confronted
by this superficial and irresponsible method of pro-
cedure. The most hazardous and the most erroneous
conclusions are drawn from the fact that two events were
approximately simultaneous or succeeded one another.
In this fashion, and by summing up in a few vague
sentences, without giving even a faint notion of the world
of events which such a space of time really represents,
one may advance almost any opinion, nearly any state-
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